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This is an indispensable superiority, as we can rcaai.y unaer 
if we consider how our problems of strategic choice would oe alteroe 
the tables were reversed and it were the Soviet Union which held a 
commanding lead in this field. Nevertheless, what we have is super: 


not monopoly, and even if ib can be limited, below some 


ill-defined 


threshold of strategic exchange,”the key fact is that if the West ir.it:: 
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such actions in the future, tactrcau-nuc.oar v; 

be bilateral, in any theater wnic.r engagec tne soviet Union. 

cannot buy back a monopoly, nr the assurance of unilateral use, " 
forces. V/iihir ihc IrcS tr.vo yerra, v;c L.n/o me mama iho number of 























































































I know of no one strategic rule which can define the ideal balance 
of readiness for all contingencies everywhere. No commander ever has 
everything he wants. We and our allies together have hard choices -o 
make, and it is urgent that we should find paths toward closer agreemer.' 
and more effective common action. I do not wish, today, to prejv-'.go 
the decisions of NATO , or the response of our allies, or to insisu on 
a single simple rule. 

My point is different. It is that at every level of force the Alliar. 
in general, and the U.S. Armed Forces in particular, have greater and 

r 
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more effective strength than we are in the habit of thinking,-- and with 
reasonable continued effort we can have whatever strength we need. I 
have spoken already of strategic weapons, where the great superiority 
of the United States is the superiority also of the Alliance. In tactical 
weapons a parallel superiority exists -- and while many of our Allies 
share with us in manning the systems which would use these tactical 
warheads in the hour of need, it is not unfair to point out that-even more 
than in the strategic field, the tactical nuclear strength of the Alliance i 
a contribution of the United States. That strength has been increased, c 
ground in Fur ope, by more than 6G% in the last two years. Tcr.ay tno 
thousands of U.S. warheads deployed on the continent for the ymmecrvn- 
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defense of Europe have a combined explosive strength more than GG 
times the force of the nuclear weapons used to end the Second War. 
Tactics.1 nuclear strength the Alliance has today, and wo have provided 
. But neither we nor our Allies can find the detonation of such 
weapons -- and their inevitable bilateral exchange --an easy first cho 
At the lower end of the:~spectrum, therefore, we also need strong and 
ready conventional forces. We have done our part here -r- and we cont 
to believe it just -- and practicable -- for our partners to do theirs. 
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